STATE OF VERMONT
HUMAN SERVI CES BOARD
In re Fair Hearing No. 16, 484

)
)
Appeal of g

| NTRCDUCTI ON

The petitioner noves to reopen his case that was
di sm ssed by the Board on August 24, 2000 for failure to

appear at the schedul ed hearing tine.

FI NDI NGS OF FACT

1. The petitioner appealed a Medicaid denial on May 12,
2000. The Board's clerk nailed hima notice of hearing for
June 8, 2000 at the address which he gave on Center Street in
Barre.

2. On May 18, 2000 the notice envel ope was returned to
the Board by the Post Ofice with the notation that the
address had been changed to a nunber on Hi ghgate Drive.

3. The petitioner did attend the hearing schedul ed for
June 8. The matter was continued so that the petitioner could
obt ai n addi ti onal nedical evidence. The hearing was
reschedul ed for July 11, 2000 through a notice mailed to the

address at Hi ghgate Drive.
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4. The petitioner did not attend that hearing and a
notice of inquiry was sent to himon July 13, 2000. His
not her called on July 14 to say that there had been a m x-up
about the date and asked that the matter be reschedul ed.

5. The hearing was reschedul ed for August 3, 2000
through a notice again nailed to himat the Hi ghgate Drive
address. The petitioner did not attend that hearing. A second
letter of inquiry was sent to the petitioner on August 14,
2000 but no response was received.

6. The Board dism ssed the petitioner's case on August
24, 2000. The petitioner called on August 31, 2000 to say
that Hi ghgate Drive is not his address but rather that of his
sister and that she had just given himall of his mail from
the Board for the last nonth. He still lives at the Center
Street address he gave to the Board but has not received any
mail fromthe Board there since the original notice.

7. The matter was set for a hearing on the notion to
di sm ss through a notice nailed to the petitioner's Center
Street address. The post office again sent a notice back to
the board that the address had been changed to Hi ghgate Drive.
However, the petitioner did receive the notice and cane to the

heari ng on Septenber 28, 2000 to relate the above facts.
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8. It appears that the petitioner received only the
first and |ast notices nailed by the Board to his Center
Street address and received none of the notices in between
whi ch were erroneously nmailed to his sister's address. H's
sister did not provide these notices to himin a tinely

fashion so that he could avoid dism ssal of his case.

OREDER
The dism ssal is reversed and the matter should be reset

for hearing.



